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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Remarks 

1 . This action is in reply to the response filed on May 23, 201 1 . 

2. Examiner thanks applicant for clarification and acknowledges that no 
response was filed by applicant on August 31 and that applicant's remarks 
dated May 23, 2011 are in response to Examiner's Office Action dated 
December 23, 2010. Examiner has reviewed applicant's remarks and has 
responded accordingly. 

3. Claims 1 -20 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Double Patenting 

4. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to 
prevent the unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to 
exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible harassment by 
multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting 
rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at 
least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct from the 
reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either 
anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). 
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See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In 
re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 
759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 
937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 
619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 
(CCPA 1969). 

5. A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) or 
1 .321 (d) may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based 
on a nonstatutory double patenting ground provided the conflicting 
application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned with this 
application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken 
within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

6. Effective January 1 , 1 994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign 
a terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must 
fully comply with 37 CFR 3.73(b). 

7. Claims 1-9, 16 and 17 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-3, 
6-9, 14-16, and 20 of U.S. Patent No. 7,707,153 B1 in view of Yankovich et 
al., US Patent Application No 2003/01 10443 A1 in further view of Sorvari et 
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al., US Patent Application Publication No 2004/0043758 A1 since if 
allowed, would improperly extend the "right to exclude" already granted 
patent 7,707,153 B1. The subject matter claimed in the instant application 
is fully disclosed in patent 7,707,1 53B1 and is covered by patent 
7,707,1 53B1 since patent 7,707,1 53B1 and the application are claiming 
common subject matter as follows: at least claims 1-3, 7, 16 and 17 of the 
instant application and claims 1-3, 6-8, 14, 15 and 20 of patent 
7,707,1 53B1 disclose a system and/or method for processing of a 
transaction to include but not limited to: managing, displaying and 
controlling a workflow during the provision of services, including a real 
estate (or property) transaction via a network accessible by a plurality of 
users using a database including at least a table having embedded rules 
that define a work-flow for the transaction. The difference being 
independent Claims 1, 7, and 17 of the instant application teach the 
additional limitation of a second table defining at least one attribute of a 
display of information associated with a property transaction and a web 
based user interface allowing access to the database. Furthermore, claims 
4-6, 8 and 9 of the instant application and claims 7, 8, 9 and 20 of patent 
7,707,1 53B1 teach a user interface including navigational information and 
tables to control the appearance, operation and manner in which 
information is displayed on a user interface, and/or tailored to the needs of 
a party to the services being rendered (layout). The difference being 
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dependent claims 4, 5 and 8 of the instant application recite the additional 
limitation of generating a web based user interface by assembling HTML 
layout and object information and the XSL translation sheet to display the 
interface at the user computer. It would have been obvious to modify 
Patent 7,707,1 53B1 with the electronic form system of Yankovich and the 
system and method for providing context sensitive recommendations of 
Sovari because it would provide an efficient process for displaying, and 
completing, self-directed routable electronic forms based on user input via 
a personal computer and/or browser. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 
148 USPQ459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
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determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as 
follows: 

(a) Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

(b) Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

(c) Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

(d) Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

10. Claims 1-4, 6, 7, 9, 10, and 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Raveis, JR US Patent Application Publication 
US2001/0005829A1 ; in view of Yankovich et al., US Patent Application No 
2003/0110443 A1. 

11. With respect to Claim 1, 

Raveis as shown discloses the following limitations, 
• a network accessible by a plurality of users involved in the property 
transaction; 

(see at least Figures 2-7, Abstract: "....managing customer 
relationships throughout a real estate transaction cycle over a 
distributed computer network...." and "...buyers and sellers of real 
estate in a computerized database...") 
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• a database, accessible via said network, said database allowing 
controlled access by the plurality of users and storing data related to 
said client, (see at least Figures 2-7, Abstract: "...providing customers 
with secure access to the computerized database....") 

• a web-based user interface providing access to said database, (see at 
least Figures 2-7, paragraph 18: "...during the real estate transaction 
cycle and providing customers with secure access to the computerized 
database..."; paragraph 33: "...In the preferred embodiment, the 
computer network 22 is the Internet. The preferred method of 
accessing information on the Internet is the World Wide Web, because 
navigation is intuitive and does not require technical knowledge...") 



Raveis teaches all of the limitations described above. Raveis does not 
distinctly disclose the following limitations, but Yankovich however, as 
shown discloses: 

• said database further including at least a first table having embedded 
rules wherein the embedded rules define a work-flow for the property 
transaction (see at least paragraph 38: "...All possible 
signature/approval form fields are in E-form 8G, but the business rules 
coded into the programmatic elements process 9C will make visible 
some or all based on the data input to E-form 8G by the initial 
submitter, or subsequent route-to users of the E-form..."; paragraph 50: 
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"...the on-going routing transaction information is stored in a database 
in order to build a process routing knowledge base (PRKB) for using 
past routing knowledge to learn what should happen in future routing 
transactions..."; paragraph 51: "...the data structure of the PRKB 1300 
includes a column and row database table structure. .."paragraph 66: 
"...Security component 1624 provides a secure shell around 
application container 1610 thus preventing unauthorized users from 
seeing, using, or modifying embedded programs or field properties or 
data retained within application container 1610. ...") 
• and at least a second table defining at least one attribute of a display 
of information associated with said property transaction (see at least 
paragraph 35, Figure 3: "...FIG. 3 illustrates a flow diagram of self- 
directed routable electronic form system provided in accordance with 
the principles of this invention. The significant steps of this flow are 
further detailed in FIGS. 4-11. As shown in FIG. 3, the present 
invention permits a self-directed routable electronic form that can guide 
the user to appropriate routing based on data input on the form without 
interaction with a server-side application...."; paragraph 41, Figure 9: 
"...FIG. 9 is a flow diagram of a completed form's submission process 
4000 to a server-based routing component resident in a server-side 
application... Step 24 checks a set of visibility flags associated with 
approval signature elements, which would be interpreted by the server- 
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side application in order to build a table of the required routing..."; 
paragraph 42: "...These signature form fields have visibility flags 
signifying whether the fields are visible depending on the routing 
designee and based on the business rules in the linked programmatic 
elements. At this stage, the server-side application sends a request in 
step 25 to the submitting user to identify the next, or all subsequent, 
users to whom the form should be routed..."; paragraph 66: "...rules 
engine 1614 includes a work flow component 1618 to configure the 
various data entry fields for data entry and editing functions... 
Component 1622 is used to retain various configurable rules modules 
and browser plug-ins that may be used to configure a particular 
application container for a specific application... Security component 
1624 provides a secure shell around application container 1610 thus 
preventing unauthorized users from seeing, using, or modifying 
embedded programs or field properties or data retained within 
application container 1610...") 
• wherein said user interface is dynamically controlled as a function of 
the at least one attribute defined in the second table, (see at least 
paragraph 35: "...In step 1220, server-side application then routes the 
form to a subsequent user for that user's data entries, such as 
additional data input, or user approvals or rejections, using electronic 
messaging to provide a link to the filled-in electronic form submitted by 
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the previous user..."; paragraph 36: "...FIG. 4 is a block diagram 
illustrating process 1120 of creating an electronic form of FIG. 3. The 
present invention assumes the existence of an electronic file of some 
format (e.g. HTML, XML, Acrobat PDF, GIF, MS Word, etc.), that is a 
facsimile of a paper form 2. In step 3, an electronic file corresponding 
to form 2 may be created in a document editor/viewer, or created in 
step 4 by scanning paper form 2 with an optical scanner..."; paragraph 
39: "...Linking process 9B that provides the E-form with the ability to go 
through dynamic visual and non-visual elements changes can be done 
via implementation with browser supported languages...") 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis with the 
system and method for programmatic routing in an electronic form system 
of Yankovich because it would provide an efficient process for conveying 
electronically visual and graphically displayable user data (self-directed 
routable electronic forms) over a server network. 

1 2. With respect to Claim 2, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations, Raveis further 
discloses, 
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• the property transaction includes legal services (see at least paragraph 
88: "...notarizing legal documents and Attorney's Fees for legal services 
provided to the lender may also be charged..." ) 

1 3. With respect to Claim 3, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations. Raveis further 
discloses, 

• the legal services provided are associated with a closing of a real 
property transaction, and includes services rendered both prior to and 
after the closing of the real property transaction (see at least paragraph 
88: "...buyer's and seller's attorney may also appear as a closing or 
settlement cost..."; paragraph 93: "...the activity file documents and 
records all the member's real estate transactions, including closing 
documents; records of home-related purchases, accounting of 
expenditures and savings garnered as a result of participation...") 

14. With respect to Claim 4, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations, Yankovich 
further discloses, 

• web-based user interface is generated in response to code operating on 
a server on the network, by taking the data in the second table and 
assembling HTML layout and object information (see at least paragraph 
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27: "...a server computer 100 may operate as a web server if the World- 
Wide Web (WWW) portion of the Internet is used for wide area network 
110. Using the HTTP protocol and the HTML or XML coding language 
across wide-area network 110, web server 100 may communicate 
across the World-Wide Web with clients 150..."; paragraph 62: "...This 
user authentication could be implemented by querying the user via a 
web browser for user ID and password with a submission action of this 
data once entered. With a valid user confirmed, the server-side 
application evaluates the submitted E-form fill-in data. Step 1514 checks 
a set of visibility flags associated with the approval signature elements, 
which would be interpreted by the server-side application in order to 
build a table of the required routing. ...") 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis with the 
method and apparatus for routing an electronic form system of Yankovich 
because it provides an efficient means for electronically displaying forms 
containing user provided information over a server network. Furthermore, 
it is old and well known that HTML elements are the basic building blocks 
of webpages and allows images and objects to be embedded. HTML 
elements can also be used to create interactive forms, documents and 
tables to control the appearance, operation and manner in which 
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information is displayed on a user interface, and tailored to the needs of a 
party to the services being rendered (layout). 

1 5. With respect to Claims 6 and 9, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations. Raveis further 
discloses, 

• web-based user interface includes navigational information and is 
dynamically generated in response to information that includes 
identification of the user, (see at least paragraph 34: "...the computer 
network 22 is the Internet... accessing information on the Internet is the 
World Wide Web, because navigation is intuitive..."; Abstract: "...The 
method includes the steps of receiving and storing data relating to a 
plurality of customers including buyers and sellers of real estate in a 
computerized database...") 

1 6. With respect to Claim 7, 

Raveis as shown discloses the following limitations: 
• a network accessible by a plurality of users involved in the property 
transaction; 

(see at least Figures 2-7, Abstract: "....managing customer 
relationships throughout a real estate transaction cycle over a 
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distributed computer network...." and "...buyers and sellers of real 
estate in a computerized database..." 

• a database, accessible via said network, allowing controlled access 
thereto by the plurality of users and storing data related to said client, 
(see at least Figures 2-7, Abstract: "...providing customers with secure 
access to the computerized database....") 

Raveis teaches all of the limitations described above. Raveis does not 
distinctly disclose the following limitations, but Yankovich however, as 
shown discloses: 

• said database further including at least a first table having embedded 
rules wherein the embedded rules define a work-flow for the 
transaction (see at least paragraph 38: "...All possible 
signature/approval form fields are in E-form 8G, but the business rules 
coded into the programmatic elements process 9C will make visible 
some or all based on the data input to E-form 8G by the initial 
submitter, or subsequent route-to users of the E-form..."; paragraph 50: 
"...the on-going routing transaction information is stored in a database 
in order to build a process routing knowledge base (PRKB) for using 
past routing knowledge to learn what should happen in future routing 
transactions..."; paragraph 51: "...the data structure of the PRKB 1300 
includes a column and row database table structure..."; paragraph 66: 
"...Security component 1624 provides a secure shell around 
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application container 1610 thus preventing unauthorized users from 
seeing, using, or modifying embedded programs or field properties or 
data retained within application container 1610. ...") 
• and at least a second table defining attributes for the display of 
information in said database (see at least paragraph 42: "...These 
signature form fields have visibility flags signifying whether the fields 
are visible depending on the routing designee and based on the 
business rules in the linked programmatic elements. At this stage, the 
server-side application sends a request in step 25 to the submitting 
user to identify the next, or all subsequent, users to whom the form 
should be routed..."; Figures 13, paragraph 51: "...the data structure of 
the PRKB 1300 includes a column and row database table structure. 
The columns represent the process transaction information (i.e. user 
identity, process type, title from, title to, user to, time, and action) and 
the rows represent each unique entry. paragraph 66: "...properties 
for each of the fields on an electronic form are maintained within 
component 1620. Application container 1610 also includes rules 
module and plug-in component 1622. Component 1622 is used to 
retain various configurable rules modules and browser plug-ins that 
may be used to configure a particular application container for a 
specific application.... The server connection component 1626 provides 
the application container 1610 with the ability to communicate with a 
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server side system via conventional HTTP, TCP/IP, COM, SOAP, or 
other conventional network protocols. In this manner, application 
container 1610 may establish a connection with a server computer for 
the transfer of information and instructions...") 
• a user interface responsive to information stored in said second table, 
that provides access to said database such that the appearance of 
said user interface is dynamically controlled as a function of the 
attributes defined in the second table 

(see at least paragraph 35: "...In step 1220, server-side application 
then routes the form to a subsequent user for that user's data entries, 
such as additional data input, or user approvals or rejections, using 
electronic messaging to provide a link to the filled-in electronic form 
submitted by the previous user..."; Figure 7, paragraph 39: "...Non- 
visual and visual elements linking process 9B provides a stand-alone 
E-form that dynamically changes both programmatic and visual 
elements based on form fill-in data all on the local client processor 
without communication with a server. Linking process 9B that provides 
the E-form with the ability to go through dynamic visual and non-visual 
elements changes can be done via implementation with browser 
supported languages (e.g. HTML and Java) or by a native application 
written in C or C++. Various E-form file formats are provided, e.g. 
Acrobat PDF and HTML, to support linking process 9B and local client 
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execution of programmatic elements...";, Figures 15A-15C, paragraph 
61: "...Upon a user (i.e. an E-form submitter) initiating a routing action 
(Submission, Approval, etc.), which is mostly likely done by clicking on 
a button in a graphical user interface, the present invention provides 
the user with a graphical means of selecting the next user, such as a 
selection list or pull-down list as shown by example in FIG. 14. This 
selection list is populated based on applying the learned routing target 
algorithm against the PRKB ...") 



It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis with the 
system and method for programmatic routing in an electronic form system 
of Yankovich because it would provide an efficient process for conveying 
electronically visual and graphically displayable user data (self-directed 
routable electronic forms) over a server network. 



1 7. With respect to Claim 1 0, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations, Yankovich 
further discloses: 

• wherein the layout of the user interface is a record-set comprising 
information about each field of the interface 
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• the record-set includes information about the data source of a field of 
the user interface (see at least paragraph 50: "...the on-going routing 
transaction information is stored in a database in order to build a 
process routing knowledge base (PRKB)...";paragraph 60: "...As 
database storage is not infinite, a system parameter would allow the 
maximum number of records to be stored in the PRKB per "Process 
Type". As an example, this parameter might be set to 10 (ten) using a 
first-in-first-out (FIFO) scheme so that the records in the PRKB are the 
most recent history..."; paragraph 66: "...rules engine 1614 includes a 
work flow component 1618 to configure the various data entry fields for 
data entry and editing functions. Rules engine 1614 also includes a 
component 1620 to configure data fields on the electronic form. 
Component 1620 includes logic and data to perform field validation, 
calculation, and formatting. In addition, properties for each of the fields 
on an electronic form are maintained within component 1620.) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis with the system 
and method for programmatic routing in an electronic form system of 
Yankovich because the application container 1610 is an efficient process 
for configuring and controlling various fields and data items on the 
electronic form presented to the user via a rules engine. 
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18. With respect to Claim 16, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations. Raveis further 
discloses, 

• the network hosts a database that is employed to provide system 
access and automated processing of transactions to users from a 
plurality of organizations (see at least Abstract: "...and providing 
customers with secure access to the computerized database to facilitate 
monitoring of the active order data, the completed order data and the 
scheduling data..."; paragraph 18:"... the method includes the steps of 
receiving and storing data relating to a plurality of customers including 
buyers and sellers of real estate in a computerized database and 
paragraph 31: "...environment 10 includes server 12, which 
communicates with a distributed computer network 22... server 12 hosts 
multiple websites, houses multiple databases....) 

1 9. With respect to Claim 1 7, 
Raveis discloses, 

• providing a network accessible by a plurality of users involved in the 
transaction; (see at least (see at least Figures 2-7, Abstract: 
"....managing customer relationships throughout a real estate 
transaction cycle over a distributed computer network...." and "...buyers 
and sellers of real estate in a computerized database..."; paragraph 16: 
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"...it would be beneficial to provide a system and method which utilizes 
a distributed computing network to facilitate managing customer 
relationships and the information appertaining thereto..."; paragraph 18: 
"...The method includes the steps of receiving and storing data relating 
to a plurality of customers including buyers and sellers of real estate in a 
computerized database..") 

• creating a database, accessible via the network, the database allowing 
controlled access by the plurality of users and storing data related to the 
transaction, (see at least Figures 2-7, Abstract: "...providing customers 
with secure access to the computerized database...."; paragraph 55: 
"...Document management system 60 is also operative to enforce 
access privileges associated with different user groups and roles, such 
as providing read and/or write access to specific deal folders or sub- 
folders thereof to authenticated and privileged users....") 

• providing access to the database for the plurality of users, via a user 
(see at least Figures 2-7, paragraph 18: "...during the real estate 
transaction cycle and providing customers with secure access to the 
computerized database..."; paragraph 33: "...In the preferred 
embodiment, the computer network 22 is the Internet. The preferred 
method of accessing information on the Internet is the World Wide Web, 
because navigation is intuitive and does not require technical 
knowledge...") 
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Raveis teaches all of the limitations described above. Raveis does not 
distinctly disclose the following limitations, but Yankovich however, as 
shown discloses: 

• the database further including at least a first table having embedded 
rules wherein the embedded rules define a work-flow for the 
transaction (see at least paragraph 35, Figure 3: "...FIG. 3 illustrates a 
flow diagram of self-directed routable electronic form system provided 
in accordance with the principles of this invention. The significant steps 
of this flow are further detailed in FIGS. 4-1 1 . As shown in FIG. 3, the 
present invention permits a self-directed routable electronic form that 
can guide the user to appropriate routing based on data input on the 
form without interaction with a server-side application...."; paragraph 
38: "...All possible signature/approval form fields are in E-form 8G, but 
the business rules coded into the programmatic elements process 9C 
will make visible some or all based on the data input to E-form 8G by 
the initial submitter, or subsequent route-to users of the E-form..."; 
paragraph 50: "...the on-going routing transaction information is stored 
in a database in order to build a process routing knowledge base 
(PRKB) for using past routing knowledge to learn what should happen 
in future routing transactions..."; paragraph 51: "...the data structure of 
the PRKB 1300 includes a column and row database table 
structure...") 
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• and at least a second table defining the attributes of a display of 
information associated with said transaction; followinq the work-flow for 
the transaction defined by at least the embedded rules in the first table 
(see at least paragraph 41, Figure 9: "...FIG. 9 is a flow diagram of a 
completed form's submission process 4000 to a server-based routing 
component resident in a server-side application... Step 24 checks a 
set of visibility flags associated with approval signature elements, 
which would be interpreted by the server-side application in order to 
build a table of the required routing..."; paragraph 42: "...These 
signature form fields have visibility flags signifying whether the fields 
are visible depending on the routing designee and based on the 
business rules in the linked programmatic elements. At this stage, the 
server-side application sends a request in step 25 to the submitting 
user to identify the next, or all subsequent, users to whom the form 
should be routed..."; paragraph 66: "...rules engine 1614 includes a 
work flow component 1618 to configure the various data entry fields for 
data entry and editing functions... Component 1622 is used to retain 
various configurable rules modules and browser plug-ins that may be 
used to configure a particular application container for a specific 
application... Security component 1624 provides a secure shell around 
application container 1610 thus preventing unauthorized users from 
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seeing, using, or modifying embedded programs or field properties or 
data retained within application container 1610...") 
• dynamically controlling the user interface as a function of data stored in 
the second table.(see at least paragraph 35: "...In step 1220, server- 
side application then routes the form to a subsequent user for that 
user's data entries, such as additional data input, or user approvals or 
rejections, using electronic messaging to provide a link to the filled-in 
electronic form submitted by the previous user..."; paragraph 36: 
"...FIG. 4 is a block diagram illustrating process 1120 of creating an 
electronic form of FIG. 3. The present invention assumes the existence 
of an electronic file of some format (e.g. HTML, XML, Acrobat PDF, 
GIF, MS Word, etc.), that is a facsimile of a paper form 2. In step 3, an 
electronic file corresponding to form 2 may be created in a document 
editor/viewer, or created in step 4 by scanning paper form 2 with an 
optical scanner..."; paragraph 39: "...Linking process 9B that provides 
the E-form with the ability to go through dynamic visual and non-visual 
elements changes can be done via implementation with browser 
supported languages...") 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis with the 
system and method for programmatic routing in an electronic form system 
of Yankovich because it would provide an efficient process for conveying 
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electronically visual and graphically displayable user data (self-directed 
routable electronic forms) over a server network. 



20. With respect to Claims 1 8 and 1 9, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations. Raveis further 
discloses, 

• receiving a request from a user computer for display of information; and 
in response to the request, generating a user interface card having the 
requested information displayed therein, (see at least paragraph 7: 
"...The Internet uses a client-server architecture which is a network- 
based system that uses client software running on one computer to 
request a specific service, and uses corresponding server software 
running on a second computer to provide access to a shared resource 
managed by the second computer. The second computer then connects 
to the Internet, which provides the specific service requested...") 

• where the layout and the data depicted in the card are, at least partially, 
retrieved from the second table 

• controlling the information displayed as a function of the user making 
the request 

(see at least Figure 2, paragraph 101: "...Referring once again to FIG. 
2, Web reporting section 88 of Web site 80 provides a user interface 
Figure 5, and section IV: Web Reporting Section, paragraph 102: 
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"...an exemplary web page relating to a vendor... server 12 displays the 
vendor information... contains a link to policy information associated with 
the vendor.... contains several user selectable fields.... website of the 
vendor..."; paragraph 103: "...further links may be provided from the 
services sold screen to vendors to facilitate providing requests for 
proposals...") 

21 . With respect to Claim 20, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations. Raveis further 
discloses, 

• controlling the information displayed as a function of the transaction 
(see at least paragraph 32: "...an Internet server which controls and 
monitors access to network servers..."; Figure 5 and paragraph 103: 
"...a move consultant would refer to the services sold screen 500 when 
discussing the management of a contacts need for goods and 
services... alternatively a contact may directly access the services sold 
screen to manage their affairs....") 

22. Claims 5, 8 and 11 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raveis in view of Yankowich in further view of Sorvari et 
al., US Patent Application Publication No 2004/0043758 A1. 
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23. With respect to Claims 5 and 8, 

Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations, Yankovich 
further discloses, 

• web-based user interface is generated in response to software 
operating on a server on the network (see at least paragraph 27: 
"...Using such conventional browsers and the World-Wide Web, clients 
150 may access image, graphical, and textual data provided by web 
server 100 or run Web application software..."), by taking the data in the 
second table and generating an XML result set (see at least paragraph 
27: "...Using the HTTP protocol and the HTML or XML coding language 
across wide-area network 110, web server 100 may communicate 
across the World-Wide Web with clients 1 50 . . .") 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis with the 
method and apparatus for routing an electronic form system of Yankovich 
because it provides an efficient means for electronically displaying forms 
containing user provided information over a server network. 
Raveis and Yankovich disclose all of the above limitations, the combination 
of Raveis and Yankovich does not distinctly disclose the following 
limitations, but Sorvari however as shown discloses, 
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• and an XSL translation sheet, and where software operating on a user 
computer loads the XSL translation sheet and process the XML result 
set to produce browser interpretable HTML code to display the interface 
at the user computer, (see at least paragraph 183: "...An XSL 
Stylesheet can be used to display the desired content of the 
recommendations XML file 1157 in the browser 801 ..." 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis and the 
method and apparatus for routing an electronic form system of Yankovich 
with the system and method for providing context sensitive 
recommendations to digital services of Sorvari because Extensible 
Stylesheet Language (XSL) can provide flexible document presentation, 
enabling the content of an XML file to be displayed on the large display 
screen of a personal computer, as well as in the browser. Furthermore, it 
is old and well known that HTML elements are the basic building blocks of 
webpages and allows images and objects to be embedded. HTML 
elements can also be used to create interactive forms, documents and 
tables to control the appearance, operation and manner in which 
information is displayed on a user interface, and tailored to the needs of a 
party to the services being rendered (layout). 
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24. With respect to Claim 1 1 , 

Raveis, Yankovich and Sorvari disclose all of the above limitations, 

Yankovich further discloses: 

• the record-set includes information about the data source of a field of 
the user interface (see at least paragraph 50: "...the on-going routing 
transaction information is stored in a database in order to build a 
process routing knowledge base (PRKB)...";paragraph 60: "...As 
database storage is not infinite, a system parameter would allow the 
maximum number of records to be stored in the PRKB per "Process 
Type". As an example, this parameter might be set to 10 (ten) using a 
first-in-first-out (FIFO) scheme so that the records in the PRKB are the 
most recent history..."; paragraph 66: "...rules engine 1614 includes a 
work flow component 1618 to configure the various data entry fields for 
data entry and editing functions. Rules engine 1614 also includes a 
component 1620 to configure data fields on the electronic form. 
Component 1620 includes logic and data to perform field validation, 
calculation, and formatting. In addition, properties for each of the fields 
on an electronic form are maintained within component 1620.) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis with the system 
and method for programmatic routing in an electronic form system of 
Yankovich because the application container 1610 is an efficient process 
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for configuring and controlling various fields and data items on the 
electronic form presented to the user via a rules engine. 



25. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Raveis, in view of Yankovich, in further view of Sarvari, in further view of 
Horn et al., US Patent Application Publication No US 2002/01 56688 A1 . 

26. With respect to Claim 1 2, 

Raveis, Yankovih, and Sarvari disclose all of the above limitations, the 
combination of Raveis Yankovih, and Sarvari does not distinctly disclose 
the following limitations, but Horn however as shown discloses, 
• the recordset includes a stored procedure associated with the field 
(see at least paragraph 192: "...Database Table is a collection of 
information in a relational database that is organized into fields and 
rows. Individual rows ( records) are selected using an SQL Statement 

invoked from a Stored Procedure "; paragraph 366: "...Each nodal 

numeric identifier has an associated array of name attributes 
representing the multitude of languages served across different 
locales..." ; paragraph 644: "...The stored SQL procedure returns a 
Recordset to the server script....") 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis and the system 
and method for programmatic routing in an electronic form system of 
Yankovich and the system and method for providing context sensitive 
recommendations to digital services of Sorvari with the global electronic 
commerce system of Horn because the "Global Store" provides buyers with 
adequate information to make buying decisions via an efficient universal 
method of organizing and displaying product categories for selection by 
Buyers. 



27. Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Raveis, in view of Yankovich, in further view of Horn et al., US Patent 
Application Publication No US 2002/0156688 A1. 



28. With respect to Claims 13-15, 

Raveis, and Yankovih disclose all of the above limitations, the combination 

of Raveis and Yankovih does not distinctly disclose the following limitations, 

but Horn however as shown discloses, 

• the recordset includes an array 

(see at least paragraph 192: "...Database Table is a collection of 
information in a relational database that is organized into fields and 
rows. Individual rows ( records) are selected using an SQL Statement 
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invoked from a Stored Procedure "; paragraph 366: "...Each nodal 

numeric identifier has an associated array of name attributes 
representing the multitude of languages served across different 
locales..." ; paragraph 644: "...The stored SQL procedure returns a 
Recordset to the server script....") 

• the record-set includes an object oriented structure (see at least 
paragraph 251: "...Object Oriented Programming (OOP) provides a way 
for digital information to be packaged in a manner that enables re-use of 
software code and, thereby, simplifying programming....") 

• the record-set includes data to control the information displayed in 
response to data identifying a transaction file that a user is seeking 
access to (see at paragraph 215: "...Hidden Fields are embedded in a 
form in a Web page sent to a Web Browser. The field does not appear 
in the Browser. The Hidden Field can be used to identify the particular 
session or transaction identity....";) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the system and method of Raveis and the 
system and method for programmatic routing in an electronic form system 
of Yankovich with the global electronic commerce system of Horn because 
the "Global Store" provides buyers with adequate information to make 
buying decisions via an efficient universal method of organizing and 
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displaying product categories for selection by Buyers. Using sequential 
drop-down menus and a clearly organized hierarchy, a Buyer quickly and 
intuitively navigates among thousands of possible categories of products 
to select a desired category. The process is easily understood, powerful, 
and efficient. 



Response to Arguments 

29. Applicant's remarks have been considered and are addressed in this office 
Action. In addition to the nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting 
rejection (provided in this office action), Yankovich discloses a method and 
apparatus for programmatic learned routing in an electronic form system 
and an efficient means for electronically displaying forms containing user 
provided information over a server network. Sorvari discloses XSL styling 
sheets, while Horn is used to disclose an object oriented record-sheet. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the system and method of Raveis with the system and 
method for programmatic routing in an electronic form system of Yankovich 
and method for providing context sensitive recommendations to digital 
services of Sorvari with the global electronic commerce system of Horn 
because it would provide an efficient process for providing buyers adequate 
information utilizing a web based user interface to make buying decisions 
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via product categories and self-directed routable electronic forms via a 
network. Furthermore, it is old and well known that HTML elements are the 
basic building blocks of webpages and allows images and objects to be 
embedded. HTML elements can also be used to create interactive forms, 
documents and tables to control the appearance, operation and manner in 
which information is displayed on a user interface, and tailored to the needs 
of a party to the services being rendered (layout). In view of the above, the 
Examiner contends that all limitations as recited in the claims have been 
addressed in this Office Action. For the above reasons, Examiner believes 
that the rejections in this Office Action are proper. Detailed explanations 
are given in the preceding sections of the present Office Action. 

Conclusion 

30. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Kimberly L. Evans whose telephone 
number is 571.270.3929. The Examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday-Friday, 9:30am-5:00pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, John Weiss can 
be reached at 571.272.6812. 
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31 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov 
>. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll-free). 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 or 
faxed to 571-273-8300. Hand delivered responses should be brought to 
the United States Patent and Trademark Office Customer Service 
Window: Randolph Building 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 

/KIMBERLY EVANS/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3629 

/Jamisue A Plucinski/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3629 
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